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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1, 8, 10-14, 17, 23-29, 37, 39-41 and 44, are rejected under 35 U.S.C, 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Nagayasu (U. S. Patent No. 5029218) in view of Ohashi (U.S. Patent 
No. 6,625,285). 

Regarding claims 1 , 12 and 25, Nagayasu teaches a system for at least partially canceling 
noise (see figs. 1 and 11, col. 4, lines 3-9), the system comprising: a member configured to be 
located in the vicinity (13) of a noise producing object (10) (see fig. 1, member system (12) col. 
5, lines 29-51), w^herein the member comprises a plurality of elements (see fig.l, plurality of 
elements sensor 22 and 26, microphone 40, and speaker 30), at least some of the elements (22 
and 26) being configured to detect noise from the noise producing object (10), and at least some 
of the elements (30) being configured to emit sound (see col. 5, lines 29-5 1 and col. 9, lines 24- 
60 ); and a controller (25) configured to receive at least one signal indicative of noise detected 
by at least some of the elements and to send at least one signal so as to cause at least some of the 
elements to emit sound (see col. 9, lines 24-60), Nagayasu teaches the A signal S sent to the 
speaker 30 is taken as a reference signal, and a signal D detected by the first sensor 22 and a 
signal P detected by a second sensor such as a microphone 40 arranged at the object point 13 are 
taken to be response signals. The signals S, D and P are inputted to a transfer function 
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measuring device 42 such as a multi-channel FFT analyzer whereby a transfer function G.sub.SD 
between the speaker 30 and the first sensor 22 and a transfer function G.sub.SP between the 
speaker and the microphone 40 are obtained. But Nagayasu fails to teach emitting sound at a 
polarity substantially opposite to polarity of the detected noise. 

However, Ohashi teaches the cancellation signal production element 24 produces, as such 
a cancellation signal as described above, based on the driving control signal to the acoustic driver 
1 12 produced by the cooling control system 1 1 (control signal generation element 15) described 
above, an opposite phase signal which has a signal waveform of the opposite phase to that of the 
signal waveform of the driving noise and can thus cancel and erase the driving noise of the 
acoustic driver 1 12 (see fig. 3, noise control system 12, generating the signal with opposite phase 
to cancel the noise, col. 12, lines 29-41). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
invention was made to modify above teaching of Nagayasu with Ohashi, in order to use the 
output sound wave as cancellation sound for driving noise (see suggested by Ohashi on col. 11, 
lines 33-43). 

Regarding claim 41 , Nagayasu teaches a method of at least partially canceling noise (see 
figs. 1 and 1 1, col. 4, lines 3-9), comprising: detecting noise from a noise producing object (see 
col. 5, lines 29-51); and analyzing the detected noise so as to determine when the detected noise 
is indicative of at least one condition of the noise producing object (see fig. 9, sensor 22 at noise 
producing object 10 of the point object 13, col. 9, lines 24-60). Nagayasu teaches the A signal S 
sent to the speaker 30 is taken as a reference signal, and a signal D detected by the first sensor 22 
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and a signal P detected by a second sensor such as a microphone 40 arranged at the object point 
13 are taken to be response signals. The signals S, D and P are inputted to a transfer function 
measuring device 42 such as a muUi-channel FFT analyzer whereby a transfer function G.sub.SD 
between the speaker 30 and the first sensor 22 and a transfer function G.sub.SP between the 
speaker and the microphone 40 are obtained. But Nagayasu fails to teach emitting sound at a 
polarity substantially opposite to polarity of the detected noise. 

However, Ohashi teaches the cancellation signal production element 24 produces, as such 
a cancellation signal as described above, based on the driving control signal to the acoustic driver 
1 12 produced by the cooling control system 1 1 (control signal generation element 15) described 
above, an opposite phase signal which has a signal waveform of the opposite phase to that of the 
signal waveform of the driving noise and can thus cancel and erase the driving noise of the 
acoustic driver 1 12 (see fig. 3, noise control system 12, generating the signal with opposite phase 
to cancel the noise, col. 12, lines 29-41). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
invention was made to modify above teaching of Nagayasu with Ohashi, in order to use the 
output sound wave as cancellation sound for driving noise (see suggested by Ohashi on col. 11, 
lines 33-43). 

Regarding claims 8, 17 and 37, Nagayasu teaches the system comprises a plurality of 
members (see fig. 1, members 22, 26 and 30) , at least some of the members being configured to 
be connected together so as to form an enclosure configured to be placed at least partially around 
the noise producing object (10) (see fig. 1, the enclosure configured of 13 in system 12 ). 
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Regarding claims 10, 23 and 39, Nagayasu teaches a noise producing object (see fig. 1 
and 11, noise producing object 10, col. 5, lines 29-51). 

Regarding claims 1 1 , 24, 40 and 44, Nagayasu teaches the noise producing object 
comprises at least one of a pump, a motor (see fig. 1, compressor 10, col. 5, lines 30-36). 

Regarding claim 13, Nagayasu teaches the at least one noise detector comprises at least 
one of the elements (see fig. 1, sensor 22 for noise detector element). 

Regarding claim 14, Nagayasu teaches the at least one noise detector is discrete from the 
elements (see fig. 1, sensor 22 for noise detector element). 

Regarding claim 26, Nagayasu teaches fiirther comprising a member configured to be 
located in the vicinity of the noise producing object (see fig. 1, member configured located in the 
vicinity 13 and system 12), wherein the member comprises a plurality of elements (see fig. 1, 
elements 22, 26 and 30), at least one of the elements comprising the at least one sound emitter 
(30) (see fig. 1, speaker 30 is sound emitter). 

Regarding claim 27, Nagayasu teaches at least one of the elements comprises the at least 
one noise detector (see fig. 1, sensor 22 is noise detector). 
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Regarding claim 28, Nagayasu teaches an enclosure (13) configured to be placed at least 
partially around the noise producing object (10) (see fig. 1, member configured located in the 
vicinity 13 and system 12), wherein at least a portion of the enclosure comprises a plurality of 
elements (see fig. 1, elements 22, 26 and 30), at least one of the elements comprising the at least 
one sound emitter (30) (see fig. 1, speaker 30 is sound emitter). 

Regarding claim 29, Nagayasu teaches wherein at least one of the elements comprises the 
at least one noise detector (see fig. 1, sensor 22 and 26 is noise detector). 

3. Claims 2-4, 15-16 and 32-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Nagayasu (U. S. Patent No. 5029218) in view of Ohashi (U.S. Patent No. 6,625,285) further 
in view of Klenerman (U.S. Patent No. 6,589,727). 

Regarding claims 2, 15 and 32, Nagayasu teaches the elements comprise piezoelectric 
material (see fig. 1 and 9, the elements sensors 22 and 26, microphone 40 and speaker 30). In this 
case, the elements sensors 22 and 26, microphone 40 and speaker 30 can be piezoelectric sensor 
and piezoelectric microphone and piezoelectric speaker. 

Moerover, Klenerman teaches elements comprise piezoelectric material (see fig. 1 and 8, 
col. 2, lines 51-62, col. 4, lines 5-1 1 and lines 45-49). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
invention was made to modify above combination of the teaching of Nagayasu and Ohashi, with 
Klenerman, in order to detect acoustic noise produced (see suggested by Klenerman on col. 4, 
lines 47-49). 
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Regarding claims 3, 16 and 33, Nagayasu fails to teach the elements comprise at least one 
of ceramic and quartz. 

However, Klenerman teaches elements comprise quartz material (see fig. 1 and 8, col. 2, 
lines 5 1 -62, col. 4, lines 5-1 1 and lines 45-49). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
invention was made to modify above combination of the teaching of Nagayasu and Ohashi, with 
Klenerman, in order to detect acoustic noise produced (see suggested by Klenerman on col. 4, 
lines 47-49). 

Regarding claim 4, Nagayasu teaches the elements. But Nagayasu dose not mention the 
elements substantially define at least one surface of the member. 

However, Klenerman teaches elements substantially define at least one surface of the 
member (see col. 2, lines 5 1-62). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
invention was made to modify above combination of the teaching of Nagayasu and Ohashi, with 
Klenerman, in order to detect acoustic noise produced (see suggested by Klenerman on col. 4, 
lines 47-49). 

Allowable Subject Matter ' 

4. Claims 5-7, 9, 1 8-22, 30-31, 34-36, 38, 42-43 and 45, are objected to as being dependent 
upon a rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all 
of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
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Reasons for allowance 

5. The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: 

Regarding dependent claims 5, 18 and 34, Nagayasu and Ohashi fail to teach the 
elements are arranged in an array resembling a generally mosaic form as specified in dependent 
claims 5, 18, 34. 

Regarding dependent claims 6, 19 and 35, Nagayasu and Ohashi fail to teach the member 
is configured in the form of a panel as specified in dependent claims 6, 19 and 35. 

Regarding dependent claims 9, 22, 38 and 45, Nagayasu and Ohashi fail to teach the 
controller is configured to cause at least some of the elements to emit sound at substantially the 
same intensity and frequency as that of the detected noise as specified in dependent claims 9, 22, 
38 and 45, 

Regarding dependent claims 21, Nagayasu and Ohashi fail to teach the enclosure 
comprises a plurality of portions configured to be connected together as specified in dependent 
claim 21. 

Regarding dependent claims 30 and 42, Nagayasu and Ohashi fail to teach the analyzer is 
configured to compare the detected noise to information relating to at least one noise profile of 
the object as specified in dependent claims 30 and 42. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/8 1 6,703 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2618 

Regarding dependent claims 3 1 and 43, Nagayasu and Ohashi fail to teach the analyzer is 
configured to provide output indicative of a possible failure associated with the object as 
specified in dependent claims 31 and 43. 

Conclusion 

6. Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

or faxed to: 

(571) 273-8300, (for Technology Center 2600 only) 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to the Customer Service Window (now located at 
the Randolph Buildings 401 Dulany Street, Alexandria, VA 22314). 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tan Trinh whose telephone number is (571) 272-7888. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 9:30 AM to 6:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiners 
supervisor, Anderson, Matthew D., can be reached at (57 1 ) 272-4 1 77. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the Technology Center 2600 Customer Service Office whose telephone 
number is (703) 306-0377. 
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8. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 

Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 

may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 

applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 

system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 

system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Tan H. Trinh 
Division 2618 



July 2, 2007 



**ATENT EXAMINER 
TWNHJAN 




